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REMARKS/ARGT7MF1VTS 



,o th Ap P lica ^ ha f **™**d the claims to clarify that which the Applicant considers 
to be the invention. The Applicant respectfully submits that amendments to the claim set are 
fully supported by the originally filed specification. 

Independent claims 1 and 6 have been amended to limit the claims to applying a first 
key from the trusted authentication chip to produce a first encrypted outcome, and iuskig a 
second key from the untrusted authentication chip to produce a second encrypted outcome. 
The first encrypted outcome and the second encrypted outcome are then compared without 
knowledge of the first key or the second key . This is supported by reference to Fig~3^nd 
the associated description from page 36, line 22 - page 39, line 2. 

The amendments to dependent claims 2, 5, 7 and 12 are for clarity purposes to refer 
to first and second keys. 

In relation to the double patenting rejection a terminal disclaimer is filed in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). 

At pages 4-7 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejects claims 1-4, 6, 7, 1 1 and 12 
under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by Abraham et al. (US 4,799,061). 

In the presently claimed invention a "first encrypted outcome" is obtained by 
applying a keyed one way function to the random nymher using a first key The "second 
encrypted outcome" is obtained by applying a keyed one way function to the random 
number using a second key. The presently claimed invention then compares "the first 
encrypted outcome and the second encrypted outcome, without knowle dge of the first l^y » r 
the second key ". J - Si - 

a u„v Tbi * dOCS n0t 0CCUr in Abraham - Referring to Fig. 2 and col. 3, lines 4-46 of 
Abraham, two embodiments are disclosed. In the first embodiment, the decrypted value of 
Z, obtained using the random numher «« a l^y, a t step 38, is compared to key Kl 
Importantly, such a comparison requires knowledge of key Kl. The presently claimed 
mvention explicitly recites that knowledge of the first key or the second key is not required 
Furthermore, the comparison in Abraham is between the key Kl and a decrypted function ' 
which uses the random number RN as a decryption key. In contrast, in the presently 
claimed mvention, the comparison is between outcomes performed on the random number 
E2l using the random number itself as a key. 

In the second embodiment disclosed in Abraham, the comparison is between two 
values A and B, obtained at steps 38 and 38a respectively, which are values obtained by 
using the random number RN as a decryption and encryption key. The random number RN 
is used as a decryption/encryption key and applied to the values Z and the key Kl This is 
the opposite of what is claimed in the presently claimed invention, whereby the "first 
encrypted outcome" and the "second encrypted outcome" are obtained by applying a first 
key and a second key respectively tojhe random number, not using the random number as 
the key itself Also, at step 38a, to be able to apply an encryption function to key Kl 
knowledge of key Kl is required. The pres ntly claimed invention explictly states that the 
comparison is made "without knowledge of the first key or the second key" 
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claim. ! «nH « !ff 1 aforement 1 loned reasons ' jt is "»pectfully submitted that independent 
claims 1 and 6 of the present application are not anticipated by or obvious in light of 
Abraham e al or other prior art documents of record. Likewise, the dependent claims of 
die present application are respectfully submitted to be patentable over Abraham JTof 
Thomlmson et al, for the 35 USC 103(a) rejection against claims 5 and S-W^lt^n 
mdmdually or in combination with any of the other prior art documents of recorT 

CONCLUSION 

!H!r ^ f0re «° ing ' * is respectfully requested that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections under 35 USC 102(b) and 35 USC 103(a). The present app^cation is 

SSI A? m e °°TS T™ 0 *- Ac ^^y, the Applicant rS y ^ a 
Notice of Allowance of all the claims presently under examination. 

Very respectfully, 
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